
REMARKS 

Reconsideration that a supplemental reissue oath/declaration be submitted is requested. 
The Examiner rejected claims 1-16 as being based upon a defective reissue declaration for failing 
to include language to the effect that u [e]very error in the patent which was corrected in the 
present reissue application . . . arose without any deceptive intention on the part of the applicant." 

Applicant respectfully submit that the previously filed Supplemental Declaration signed 
on April 23 , 2002, which incorporates by reference the original Reissue Declaration signed on 
October 18, 200 1, includes the language now requested by the Examiner. The language 
requested by the Examiner appears in the enclosed copy of the Supplemental Declaration, on the 
top of the last page, highlighted in yellow ("All errors corrected in this reissue application arose 
without any deceptive intention on the part of the applicant."). Therefore, Applicant believes that 
the Supplemental Declaration previously submitted is sufficient. 

The Examiner objected to Claim 6 because of informality in that the term "hinge" in line 
17 should be changed to "hinges." Claim 6 is amended as suggested by the Examiner and this 
objection is now moot. 

The Examiner rejected Claims 9 and 16 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
Applicant regards as the invention. 

In particular, the Examiner pointed out that Claim 9 recites "the display panel" and "the 
rear legs" which lack antecedent basis. Claim 9 is amended to recite "the display section" and 
"the rear leg." Therefore, this rejection is now moot. 
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Also, the Examiner pointed out that Claim 16 recites "the rear legs" which lacks 
antecedent basis. Claim 17 is amended to recite "the rear leg." Therefore, this rejection is now 


Claims 4, 5, 7 and 8 are amended to correct the preamble from a "display panel" to a 
"display device." 

Applicant acknowledges the Examiner's indication that Claims 1-8 and 10-15 are allowed 
and Claims 9 and 16 are allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection above, which Applicant 
did herein by amending the claims accordingly. 

By virtue of the amendment of the claims, as well as the Applicant's remarks thereto, it is 
believed that the application is now in condition for allowance, which is respectfully requested. 


moot. 


Respectfully submitted, 



Gloria Tsui- Yip 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 42,188 
STOLL, MISKIN & BADIE 


350 Fifth Avenue 
Suite 4710 


New York, NY 10118 
(212) 268-0900 


6 


